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DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1 - 31 are pending. 

2. The IDS filed on 6/1 3/2005 has been considered. 

Drawings 

3. The informal drawings are not of sufficient quality to permit examination. Accordingly, 
replacement drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to this 
Office action. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page 
header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any 
required corrective action in the next Office action. 

Applicant is given a TWO MONTH time period to submit new drawings in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.81. Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
Failure to timely submit replacement drawing sheets will result in ABANDONMENT of the 
application. 

New corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in this 
application because figures 1-14 contain illegible handwriting. Applicant is advised to employ 
the services of a competent patent draftsperson outside the Office, as the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office no longer prepares new drawings. The corrected drawings are required in 
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reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The requirement for corrected 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1 - 8, 10 - 18, 20 - 29, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as beings 
anticipated by Santos-Gomez (US 6,104,393). 

As per claim 1, Santos-Gomez discloses a system for assisting a user in navigating 
through a performance of a task, the task including a plurality of sub-tasks (Abstract), the system 
comprising: 

a sub-task performance component to control the serial presentation of two or more 
of the sub-tasks on a graphical user interface, each of the two or more sub-tasks 
displayed in a respective panel of the graphical user interface (column 2, line 59 - 
column 3, line 13), and to enable the user, for each of the two or more sub-tasks, to 
perform the sub-task by entering information into the respective panel of the sub-task 
as the sub-task is being presented (column 6, lines 4-18) 

a sub-tasks list component to control the display of a sub-task list of items to the user 
on a graphical user interface while the two or more sub-tasks are being presented, 
each item representing a respective one of the plurality of sub-tasks and including a 



Application/Control Number: 10/717,838 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2112 

sub-task identifier identifying the respective one of the sub-tasks, including 
displaying, within at least one of the items, information corresponding to the sub-task 
represented by the at least one item (column 5, lines 27 - 50). 

As per claim 2, and taking into account the rejection of claim 1, Santos-Gomez further 
discloses that the sub-task list component is operable, for each of the at least one items, to 
control the display in the item of information entered by the user in the panel of the sub-task 
represented by the item (column 8, lines 35 - 45). 

As per claim 3, and taking into account the rejection of claim 1, Santos-Gomez further 
discloses that the sub-task list component is operable, for each of the at least one item, to control 
the change of the information displayed within the item based on information entered by the user 
in the panel of at least one of the two or more sub-tasks (column 8, lines 35 - 45). 

As per claim 4, and taking into account the rejection of claim 1, Santos-Gomez further 
discloses that the sub-task list component is operable to enable the user to perform the two or 
more of the sub-tasks in a temporal order in which the user selects the two or more items 
representing the two or more sub-tasks, respectively, from the sub-task list (column 8, lines 47 - 
53). 

As per claim 5, and taking into account the rejection of claim 4, Santos-Gomez further 
discloses that the sub-task list component is operable to enable the user to perform the two or 
more sub-tasks in a temporal order that is independent of a positional order in which the two or 
more sub-task items representing the two or more sub-tasks, respectively, are listed (column 8, 
lines 47 - 53). 
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As per claim 6, and taking into account the rejection of claim 1, Santos-Gomez further 
discloses that the sub-task presentation component is operable to determine one or more of the 
sub-tasks required to perform the task based on information entered by the user in the respective 
panels of at least one of the two or more sub-tasks (column 7, lines 37 - 60). 

As per claim 7, and taking into account the rejection of claim 1, Santos-Gomez further 
discloses that the sub-task presentation component is operable to determine one or more of the 
items to include in the sub-task list based on information entered by the user in the respective 
panels of at least one of the two or more sub-tasks (column 8, lines 35 - 45). 

As per claim 8, and taking into account the rejection of claim 7, Santos-Gomez further 
discloses that the sub-task presentation component is operable, in the event that information 
already has been entered by the user for a first sub-task, to determine that an item representing 
the first sub-task is no longer to be included in the sub-task list and to control notifying the user 
that confirming an acceptance of the information entered in the first panel will result in the 
information entered for the second sub-task being discarded (column 9, lines 37 - 45), where the 
control of notifying the user is exhibited by the option of including a test that must receive a 
positive response in order to discard information. 

As per claim 10, and taking into account the rejection of claim 1, Santos-Gomez further 
discloses that the sub-task list component is operative to vertically orient the sub-task list on the 
graphical user interface (Fig. 3A), where the sub-task list is vertically displayed on the left side 
of the figure. 

As per claim 11, the claim is substantially similar to the system of claim 1, except that it 
is directed to a computer-implemented method of executing the system of claim 1. However, 
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Santos-Gomez discloses a computer-implemented method of executing the system of claim 1 
(Abstract, line 1). Therefore, claim 1 1 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 1. 

As per claim 12, and taking into account the rejection of the method of claim 11, the 
claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 2. 

As per claim 13, and taking into account the rejection of the method of claim 11, the 
claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 3. 

As per claim 14, and taking into account the rejection of the method of claim 11, the 
claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 4. 

As per claim 15, and taking into account the rejection of the method of claim 14, the 
claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 5. 

As per claim 16, and taking into account the rejection of the method of claim 11, the 
claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 6. 

As per claim 17, and taking into account the rejection of the method of claim 11, the 
claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 7. 

As per claim 18, and taking into account the rejection of the method of claim 17, the 
claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 8. 

As per claim 20, and taking into account the rejection of the method of claim 11, the 
claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 10. 

As per claim 21, the claim is substantially similar to the system of claim 1, except that 
the system includes a means for displaying, within at least one of the items, information 
corresponding to the sub-task represented by the at least one item. However, Santos-Gomez 
discloses a means for displaying, within at least one of the items, information corresponding to 
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the sub-task represented by the at least one item (column 3, 35 - 54), where the means for 
displaying is exhibited by the inclusion of a computer workstation and a display device. 
Therefore, the rest of claim 21 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 1. 

As per claim 22, the claim is substantially similar to the system of claim 1, except that it 
is directed to a computer-readable medium for executing the methods of the system of claim 1 . 
However, Santos-Gomez discloses a computer-readable medium for executing the methods of 
the system of claim 1 (Abstract, line 1). Therefore, claim 22 is rejected on the same grounds as 
claim L 

As per claim 23, and taking into account the rejection of the computer-readable medium 
of claim 22, the claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 2. 

As per claim 24, and taking into account the rejection of the computer-readable medium 
of claim 22, the claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 3. 

As per claim 25, and taking into account the rejection of the computer-readable medium 
of claim 22, the claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 4. 

As per claim 26, and taking into account the rejection of the computer-readable medium 
of claim 25, the claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 5. 

As per claim 27, and taking into account the rejection of the computer-readable medium 
of claim 22, the claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 6. 

As per claim 28, and taking into account the rejection of the computer-readable medium 
of claim 22, the claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 7. 

As per claim 29, and taking into account the rejection of the computer-readable medium 
of claim 28, the claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 8. 
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As per claim 31, and taking into account the rejection of the computer-readable medium 
of claim 22, the claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 10. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 9, 19, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Santos-Gomez (US 6,104,393) in view of Bach et aL (US 6,128,622). 

As per claim 9, Santos-Gomez discloses the system of claim 1 . Santos-Gomez does not 
explicitly disclose that the system is operable to perform the task of creating one or more rules of 
an access control sub-task list for a network device. 

However, in an analogous art, Bach discloses performing the task of creating one or more 
rules of an access control sub-task list for a network device (column 13, lines 8-17). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to incorporate the teaching of Bach into the system of Santos-Gomez to develop a 
system for assisting a user in navigating through a performance of tasks and sub-tasks pertaining 
to creating rules of an access control sub-task list for a network device. The modification would 
have been obvious, because Santos-Gomez's configuration wizard would guide a user through 
the configuration of a computer network (column 1, lines 59 - 64). Thus, a user would want such 
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a wizard to assist in the configuration of all aspects of a computer network, such as the creation 
and configuration of rules of an access control sub-task list. 

As per claim 19, and taking into account the rejection of the method of claim 11, the 
claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 1 . 

As per claim 30, and taking into account the rejection of the computer-readable medium 
of claim 22, the claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 1 . 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the applicant's 
disclosure. The cited documents represent the general state of the art. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric A. Wiener whose telephone number is 571-270-1401. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 9am to 4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chameli Das, can be reached on 571-272-3696. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be . obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Eric Wiener 
Patent Examiner 
A.U.2112 
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